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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tine fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in tfiis application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 21 May 
2007 has been entered. 

2. Claims 1-27 remain pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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5. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Angles et al. (US 5,933,811), hereinafter referred to as Angles, in view of Prust (US 
6,735,623). 

6. Regarding claim 1 , Angles teaches a content managing system having a content 
managing portion comprising: 

a content library for storing files of a plurality of contents provided by a content 
provider (Angles, figure 4, item 70); 

library managing means for managing said content library (Angles, figure 4, item 

18); 

Angles teaches in column 14, lines 23-26 the advertisement provider computer 
having registration capabilities. The registration steps include obtaining information 
pertaining to users and storing this information about the user in a database utilizing a 
registration module. Angles teaches information being stored which is related to a user 
but does not explicitly teach the ability to store specific files for the user in an area 
assigned to each user. However, in related art, Prust teaches on the ability to store 
specific files for the user in an area assigned to each user wherein Prust teaches a 
method for providing a remote storage area specifically for users in a computer 
networking environment wherein it would be considered desirable to store files 
remotely. The remote storage device disclosed by Prust is divided so that each user is 
assigned a specific storage area. The user is then able to access the remote storage 
from different locations over a network communication line from a user terminal. The 
user is also able to copy and store data files in their storage area (Prust, column 1, lines 
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30-37). These aspects of Prust teach on the limitations of customer file storing and 
managing means and the communication of a user with a content managing portion 
over a network. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the applicant's invention to provide a "customer file storing means" (remote storage 
area) as disclosed by Prust, in combination with the registration and user database as 
disclosed by Angles. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make 
such a combination because of the benefit of being able to access data files from 
different locations (remote access). The combination of Angles and Prust teach on the 
content managing portion being operated remotely by a terminal unit of a user (fig. 1 , 
items 12 and 14) so that when the user selects a content linked to a page published by 
the content provider through the network, the selected content is copied from said 
content library to the area assigned to the user (Angles, col. 8, II. 34-42, the requesting 
of content; Prust, col. 1, II. 30-37). 

7. Regarding claim 2, Angles discloses the content being advertisements (col. 2, 
lines 49-51). 

8. Regarding claim 3, Angles discloses the content managing system wherein the 
content provider can freely change, replace, and delete the file of a content provided to 
said content library (col. 13, lines 21-23 and col. 15, lines 20-42, Angles discloses the 
advertisement provider having full control over maintaining the content stored 
(generating and deleting advertisements) in the content database.). 

9. Regarding claim 4, as mentioned in the rejection of claim 1 , Angles does not 
explicitly recite the use of a storage area specifically designated for each user, however 
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Prust teaches this feature at length. Angles does in fact teach a method for statistics 
gathering. Angles utilizes an accounting database which tracks how often content is 
used (see Angles, col. 15, line 65 - col. 16, line 7). The reasoning and motivation to 
combine Angles and Prust as utilized in claim 1 applies equally as well to claim 4. 

1 0. Regarding claim 5, as mentioned in the rejection of claim 1 , Angles does not 
explicitly recite the use of a storage area specifically designated for each user, however 
Prust teaches this feature at length. Angles does in fact teach a method for statistics 
gathering. Angles utilizes an accounting database which tracks how often content is 
used and tracks demographic information including sex (see Angles, col. 14, lines 19-23 
and col. 15, line 65 - col. 16, line 7). The reasoning and motivation to combine Angles 
and Prust as utilized in claim 1 applies equally as well to claim 5. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 6, as mentioned in the rejection of claim 1 , Angles does not 
explicitly recite the use of a storage area specifically designated for each user, however 
Prust teaches this feature at length. Angles does in fact teach a method for statistics 
gathering. Angles utilizes an accounting database which tracks how often content is 
used and tracks demographic information including age (see Angles, col. 14, lines 19- 
23 and col. 15, line 65 - col. 16, line 7). The reasoning and motivation to combine 
Angles and Prust as utilized in claim 1 applies equally as well to claim 6. 

1 2. Regarding claim 7, as mentioned in the rejection of claim 1 , Angles does not 
explicitly recite the use of a storage area specifically designated for each user, however 
Prust teaches this feature at length. Angles does in fact teach a method for statistics 
gathering. Angles utilizes an accounting database which tracks how often content is 
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viewed (clicked) (see Angles, col. 4, lines 17-20, col. 14, lines 19-23 and col. 15, line 65 
- col. 16, line 7). The reasoning and motivation to combine Angles and Prust as utilized 
in claim 1 applies equally as well to claim 7. 

1 3. Regarding claim 8, as mentioned in the rejection of claim 1 , Angles does not 
explicitly recite the use of a storage area specifically designated for each user, however 
Prust teaches this feature at length. Angles does in fact teach a method for statistics 
gathering. Angles utilizes an accounting database which tracks how often content is 
viewed. How often content is viewed requires the time and date in order for the statistic 
to be calculated efficiently (see Angles, col. 14, lines 19-23 and col. 15, line 65 - col. 16, 
line 7). The reasoning and motivation to combine Angles and Prust as utilized in claim 

1 applies equally as well to claim 8. 

14. Regarding claim 9, as mentioned in the rejection of claim 1 , Angles does not 
explicitly recite the use of a storage area specifically designated for each user, however 
Prust teaches this feature at length. Angles does in fact teach a method for statistics 
gathering. Angles utilizes an accounting database which tracks how often content is 
used (see Angles, col. 14, lines 19-23 and col. 15, line 65- col. 16, line 7). The 
reasoning and motivation to combine Angles and Prust as utilized in claim 1 applies 
equally as well to claim 9. 

15. Claims 10-18 and 19-27 contain similar subject matter and are rejected under the 
same rationale as claims 1-9. 
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Response to Arguments 

16. Applicant's arguments filed 25 September 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

17. (A) In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). Applicant argues with respect to Prust that Prust does not discuss storing 
content for a user from a content provider. It should be noted that Prust is not relied 
upon for teaching this aspect of the invention. Angles teaches information being stored 
which is related to a user for example content from a content provider (an advertising 
computer) but does not explicitly teach the ability to store specific files for the user in an 
area assigned to each user. Prust is relied upon for teaching the storage of specific 
files for the user in an area assigned to each user wherein Prust teaches a method for 
providing a remote storage area specifically for users in a computer networking 
environment wherein it would be considered desirable to store files remotely. The 
remote storage device disclosed by Prust is divided so that each user is assigned a ■ 
specific storage area. The user is then able to access the remote storage from different 
locations over a network communication line from a user terminal. The user is also able 
to copy and store data files in their storage area (Prust, column 1, lines 30-37). 

1 8. (B) In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine 
the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
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combining or modifying tine teacliings of tlie prior art to produce tlie claimed invention 
wliere there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, one of ordinary 
skill in the art would have been motivated to further enhance the teaching of Angles, 
wherein Angles teaches the utilization of a local storage medium by a user, by having 
the user utilize a remote storage area wherein content can be stored remotely. 
19. Therefore, in view of the above. Angles in view of Prust disclose or at least 
suggest claims 1,10 and 1 9 the claims 2-9, 11-18 and 20-27 which depend directly or 
indirectly on claims 1 , 1 0 and 1 9. 
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Conclusion 



20. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Blaser et al. (US 7,181,415 B2) teaches the targeting of advertisements to users of an 
online service. 

Apte et al. (US 7,225,142 B1) teaches interactive multimedia advertising and electronic 
commerce on an hypertext network. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin A. Ailes whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3899. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 6:30-4, IFP Work Schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571)272-3868. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



